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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

RECEIVED 
U C T  2 8 2003 

Federal Communications Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a Tv program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

loh i i  David Young 
11202 Sagemeadow Lane 
Houston, TX 77089 
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Triesday, October 21 2003 

RECEIVED 
Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA F.4CSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

O C T  2 8 2003 

Federal Comrtnmicatiis Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
A broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to binder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In :rddition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
trrhnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modily, create, and participate. I can 
record 'IT7 to watch later: clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie: send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVI) and play it at my friend's 
iryartmeiit. 'The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

IT the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
piclure is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with d l  my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sinrerely. 

.Jcff H Walker 
1921 Kay Pointe Drive 
Hixson, TN 37343 



Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I ,  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

16506181679 Froin 2003-10-21 22 05 46 (GMT) 

RECEIVED 
O C T  2 8 2003 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of  switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't meail discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am vety concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of lV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a lV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of  broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Russell Turner 
1857 Hwy 361 
Evergreen, LA 71333 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
Federal Conmunicat ions Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington D C 2 0 5 5 4  ULI 7 8 2003 
Dear Michael Copps. 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandam&mgsf "broadcast 
f l a g "  technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 

Federal CommuMcatims CommiSbfl 

A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTU-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
inandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Seth Alexander 
2906 Bernard Circle 
Hashville. TN 37212 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

C.ommissioner Michael .J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
L\';diington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

OL'r  2 8 2003 

1)car Commissioner Copps, 

a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Commuiiications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'l'hc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital telrvision equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned ahout the fair-use implications ofthe broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- 1 can modify, create, and participate. I can 
rccord TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more elljoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Znclrcw J. Mirabile 
1650 Central Ave. 
Albany, NY 12205 
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Tuesday, October  2 1  2003 
UCC 2 8 2003 

Commissioner Michael 1. Copps 
445 1 2 t h  Street, NW 
Washington, DC 2 0 5 5 4  

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissionei- Copps, 

federal Commuriicatians Commission 
Office of the Secretary 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer  products, I urge  t h e  Federal 
Communica t ions  Commiss ion t o  vo te  against  t h e  adopt ion  o f  a "broadcast flag." I a m  gravely 
concerned t h a t  a broadcast f lag regulat ion wou ld  restr ict  t h e  w a y  I en joy  television. 

The  digi ta l  television t rans i t ion rel ies on convincing consumers  o f  t h e  benef i ts o f  switching t o  
and buying digi ta l  television equ ipment .  That  t ransi t ion will be  far  m o r e  palatable t o  m e  as a 
consumer  if switching doesn' t  m e a n  discarding m y  exist ing h o m e  network,  buying n e w  high- 
resolut ion displays, a n d  f ind ing r o o m  for y e t  ano the r  device in my l iv ing r o o m .  Please d o  no t  
al low t h e  MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder t h e  t ransi t ion b y  mak ing  u s  buy  special-purpose DTV 
devices t h a t  a re  more expensive and less valuable.  

I n  addit ion, I a m  ve ry  concerned about  t h e  fa i r -use implications of t h e  broadcast flag. With 
today's technology, I can be  m o r e  than  a passive recipient of  con ten t  -- I can modify, create, 
and par t ic ipate.  I can record  N t o  wa tch  later;  clip a smal l  piece o f  TV and splice it in to  a 
h o m e  movie;  send an  ema i l  clip of m y  chi ld's footbal l  g a m e  t o  a distant relat ive; o r  record a 
TV p rog ram onto  a DVD a n d  play it a t  m y  fr iend's apa r tmen t .  The  broadcast f lag seems 
designed t o  remove  th i s  con t ro l  and f lexibi l i ty t h a t  I en joy .  

If t h e  m o v e  t o  d ig i ta l  te levis ion does n o t  m a k e  t h e  public's v iewing  exper ience m o r e  
enjoyable, flexible, a n d  exciting, w h a t  compel l ing reason do  I h a v e  as a consumer  t o  buy  n e w  
digital equ ipment?  A pret t ier  lV picture is ha rd l y  enough  reason for m e  t o  d ispense w i t h  a l l  m y  
cur ren t  consumer  electronics a n d  compu te r  equ ipment .  As a citizen and consumer  of 
broadcast television, I u r g e  you t o  p romote  t h e  digi ta l  t rans i t ion by opposing t h e  broadcast 
flag. 

Sincerely, 

Stephen E Clark  
2780  Cot tonwood Ct 
Clearwater, FL 3 3 7 6 1  
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Oc!ober 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Michael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrl!lng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I ?eel strongly !hat such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltbe market ?or consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for thelr 
customer3 Allowlng movle studios to veto features ot DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers IIke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag manda!e, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpmen! I wlll not pay more ?or devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgltal televlslon Thank you ?or your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Danlel Goldman 
2912 Diamond St # I81  
San Franclsco, CA 94131 
USA 



TO Page 1 of 1 2 59 45 PM, 10/21/03 5413023099 

October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Coppr 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am writing to voice my opposition to my FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for distal 
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovahon, consumer 
rights, and the ultimate adophon of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DW-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technolops what new products they can create. This will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
functionality. 

I f  the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less lkely to make an investment k DTV-capable 
recemers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for distal television. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Filiault 
1149 Dutton St 
New Bedford, MA 02745 
USA 
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October 11, 2 0 0 3  

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Vashington. D C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am,,writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of 
flag technology for digital television. As a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights. and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for them customers. Allowing movie studlos to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTU-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Charles Morton 
695 Katherine 
Reno. NV 89502 
USA 

"broadcast 



Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael 3 .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a cotisumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies 011 convincing coiisumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing liome network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of  my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or  record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Larry Surber 
3400 Stockwell S t .  
Lincoln, NE 68506 
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October 11. 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
4 4 5  12th Street, NW 
Washington. D.C. 2 0 5 5 4  

Dear Michael Copps 

I am writing to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast 
flag" technology for digital television. A s  a consumer and citizen. I feel 
strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation. consumer rights, and the 
ultimate adoption of DTV. 
A robust. competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in 
manufacturers' ability to innovate for their customers. Allowing movie studios to 
veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell 
technologists what new products they can create. This will result in products 
that don't necessarily reflect what consumers like me actually want. and it could 
result in me being charged more money for  inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less likely to 
make an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other equipment. I will not pay 
more f o r  devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not 
mandate broadcast flag technology for digital television. Thank you for your time 

Sincerely 

Barry Saltzman 
319 S Cloverdale Ave Apt 2 0 4  
Los Angeles. CA 90036 
USA 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissiolier Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a coiisumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder the transitioii 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compeiling reason do I liave as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electroiiics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you t o  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Richard & lacquelyn Merritt 
297 Bates Ave 
Saint Paul, MN 55106 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify. create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an ernail clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative: or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Yaron Y. Goland 
6001 51st Avenue NE 
Seattle, WA 981 15 
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October 11, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D.C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology ior dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust, competltlve market ior consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuiacturers' ablllty to innovate for thelr 
customers. Allowlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create. Thls wIII result In products that don't netessarlly reilect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Interlorfunctlonallty. 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast i lag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment. I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmlt my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology for dlgltal televlslon. Thank you for your tlme. 

Sincerely, 

Wllllam Thompson 
315 Klnderhook Lane 
Nassau, NY 12123 
USA 
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'l'ursday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VL4 FACSIMILE 

Dear C,ommissioner Copps, 

.4s i i  consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switc.hing 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAAand its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned ahont the fair-use iinplications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
Leclinology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record T\J to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and ploy it at my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? 4 prettier T\J 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Rraiinon Kirsch 
,590 6th Street 
Sari Francisco, CA 9410:j 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michnel J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
U'arhington, DC 20554 

lY.4 FACSIMILE 

Dcar Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
C,ommunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
n broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

l'hc digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buyiug 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
docsn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's footbnll game to a distant relative; or record a1'V program onto a DVD and play it a t  my friend's 
apartment. The broadc.ast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience inore enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Krinn Vowell 
1'0 Box 190805 
Sail Francisco, CA 94119 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

V I A  FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wil l be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient o f  content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; cl ip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of  my childs football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

I f  the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense w i th  al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Dave Branch 
10591 Pamela S t .  
Cypress, CA 90630 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

A s  a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission t o  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digitat television transition relies on convincing consumers o f  the benefits o f  switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to  hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices tha t  are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV to  watch later; cl ip a small piece o f  TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of  my childs football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and f lexibi l i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to dispense with a l l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. A s  a cit izen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Walt Jaworski 
2799 mil l  street 
Aliquippa, PA 15001 



T O  Page 1 of 1 2 40 54 PM, 10121103 5413023099 

October 11 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast tlag" technology for dlgltal televlslon As a 
consumer and cltlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innovatlon, consumer rlghts, and the Ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust, compettbe market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' ablllty to Innovate for tnelr 
customers AlldWlng movle studlos to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studios to tell technologists 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money Tor lnterlor?unctlonallty 

it the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast rlag technology tor dlgltal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

Davld DlPletro 
3085 Memphls St 
Phlladelphla, PA 19134 
USA 
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October 11,2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12thSheet, NW 
Washingtan, D C 20554 

Dear Miohnel Copps, 

I m i  w d n g  to voice my opposition to any FCC-mmdnted adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital television. AB B consumer 
and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer rights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for c o m e r  electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate far their customers. Allowing 
movie studios to veta features of DN-reception equipment will enable the studios to tell technologists what new products they can 
create nus will result in products that don't n e c e s s d y  reflect what consumers &e me ac tudy  want, and it could result in me being 
charged more money for inferior functionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less likely to mate  an investment in DTV-capable receivers and other 
equipment 1 will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollywood. Please do not mruidate broadcast flag 
technology for digital television. lhant you for your time. 

sincerely, 

Q u e n h  Hartman 
24928 \V Broadway 
Venetn, OR 97487 
USA 



Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable t o  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed t o  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for  me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Si  t i  cerely, 

Steve Rovida 
235 Garth Rd 
Scarsdale. NY 10583 
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Tuesday, October 2 1  2003 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of  broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of  the benefits of switching to  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i ts allies t o  hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of  the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record N t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game t o  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at  my friend's 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move t o  digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and coiisumer of broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Downs 
6614 Whitbourne Dr. 
San lose, CA 95120 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose D N  devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate I can 
record TV to watch later, clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie, send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative, or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
apartment The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

I f  the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting. what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

James Mikulak 
1909 Cullen 
Austin, TX 78757 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

\ 1 4  FACSIMILE 

1)ear C,ommissioner Copps, 

As a cousumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a cousumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying uew high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy specinl-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In  addition, I am very concerned ahoiit the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
~echnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send a n  email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more eujoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do  I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
pirture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consunier electronics and computer 
cquipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Thcodore T. Su 
2010 :jrd Street, P Z I ~  
Santa Monica, CA 90405 
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Tursday. October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
IVashington, DC 20554 

V I 4  FACSIMILE 

I k a r  Commissioner Copps, 

'4s a consnmer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
n broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making ns buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition. I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
Ipchnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record aTV program onto a DVD and play it at my friend's 
nyartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, and 
exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Patti Zcbro 
126 harvest lane 
1.incoln Park, N J  07035 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael .I. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Cotninunications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
concerned that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers ofthe benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consume1 
if switching doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Plcase do not allow the 
MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that 
we more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I ani very concerned about the [air-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of' content -- I can modi&, create, and 
pal-ticipate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an email clip of my child's football ganie to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friend's apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
Ilexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipnient'? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
consumer electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Peter Dnssias 
5923 Scenic Way 
Klrlamazoo. MI 49009 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J .  Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

As a consumer of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to  vote against the adoption o f  a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned 
that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching t o  and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition wi l l  be far more palatable to  me as a consumer if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device i n  my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and i t s  allies to hinder the 
transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

In addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
technology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content - -  I can modify, create, and participate. I 
can record TV t o  watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email cl ip 
of my child's football game to  a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it a t  my 
friends apartment. The broadcast flag seems designed to  remove this control and flexibil i ty that  I enjoy. 

If the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, flexible, 
and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer t o  buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture i s  hardly enough reason for me to  dispense with al l  my current consumer electronics and 
computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer o f  broadcast television, I urge you to  promote the digital 
transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Michael W Cook 
321 Forsythe Drive 
Redwood Valley, CA 95470 



Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
iVnsIiington, DC 20554 

1'74 FACSIMILE 

Dear Commissioner Copps, 

:As ii comunier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely concerned that 
a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

'The digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and buying 
digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a coiisiniier if switching 
doesn't mean discarding my existing home network, buying new high-resolution displays, and finding room 
for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the MPAA and its allies to hinder the transition 
by making us buy special-purpose DTV devices that are more expensive and less valuable. 

ln addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
~echnology, I can be more than a passive recipient of conlent -- I can modify, create, and participate. I can 
record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home movie; send an email clip of my 
child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program onto a DVD and play it at my friends 
apnrtment. The broadcast flag seems designed to remove this control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

lf the move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more eujoyable, flexible, and 
cxcitiug, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital equipment? A prettier TV 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I urge you to promote the digital transition by 
opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kevin Moon 
49 Queen Mary Drive 
()urrnsbury, NY 12804 
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Tuesday, October 21 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20554 

VIA FACSIMILE 

Dear Coinmissioner Copps, 

As a consuiiier of broadcast television, electronics, and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Coiiimunicatious Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am gravely 
conceined that a broadcast flag regulation would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

?'he digital television transition relies on convincing consumers of the benefits of switching to and 
buying digital television equipment. That transition will be far more palatable to me as a consumer 
itswitcling doesn't mean discarding my existing home network buying new high-resolution 
displays, and finding room for yet another device in my living room. Please do not allow the 
Ml'AA and its allies to hinder the transition by making us buy special-purpose DTV deviccs that 
a1.e more expensive and less valuable. 

I n  addition, I am very concerned about the fair-use implications of the broadcast flag. With today's 
techuology, I can be more than a passive recipient of content -- I can modi!$, create, and 
participate. I can record TV to watch later; clip a small piece of TV and splice it into a home 
movie; send an eniail clip of' my child's football game to a distant relative; or record a TV program 
onto a DVD and play it at my friends apartment. The broadcast flag seeins designed to remove this 
control and flexibility that I enjoy. 

Ifthe move to digital television does not make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable, 
llexible, and exciting, what compelling reason do I have as a consumer to buy new digital 
equipment? A prettier TV picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current 
c~iisiinier electronics and computer equipment. As a citizen and consumer of broadcast television, I 
urge you to promote the digital transition by opposing the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Richard D. Ciotti 
225 Oakland Street 
Stratford, CT 06615 
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October 11, 2003 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Michael Copps, 

I am wntmg to voice my opposition to any FCC-mandated adoption of "broadcast flag" technology for digital 
telemsion. As a consumer and citizen, I feel strongly that such a policy would be bad for innovation, consumer 
lights, and the ultimate adoption of DTV. 

A robust, competitive market for consumer electronics must be rooted in manufacturers' ability to innovate for 
their customers. Allowing movie studios to veto features of DTV-reception equipment will enable the studios to 
tell technologists what new products they can create. Tius  will result in products that don't necessarily reflect 
what consumers like me actually want, and it could result in me being charged more money for inferior 
fuunctionality. 

If the FCC issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would actually be less lihly to make an investment in DTV-capable 
receivers and other equipment. I will not pay more for devices that limit my rights at the behest of Hollyurood. 
Please do not mandate broadcast flag technology for digital televlrion. Thank you for your time. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Crouch 
SO2 North B Street 
Letioir City, T N  37771 
USA 


